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Repeal of the Sixteenth Amendment: Governor J. Bracken Lee of Utah, in an exclusive interview 
with HUMAN EVENTS, says he is in favor of repeal of the Sixteenth Amendment to the Constitution, 


which was passed in 1913 to permit Federal taxation of personal and corporate incomes. 


“Brack” Lee has won a nation-wide reputation as a governor who ran for office on a program 


of sound economy, balancing of the budget and reduction of taxes, and who has shown that he 
meant what he said. 


The Governor expressed to us his apprehension for the future of the country if Federal taxation 
continues. He sees no other alternative for ending the tax-and-tax-spend-and-spend era except by 
repeal of this amendment to the Constitution. He tells us that he has made a study of this fiscal 
problem and has for some time felt that such a step is inevitable. 


The Governor mentioned that on July 30 he attended a meeting in Salt Lake City addressed by 
Miss Corrine Griffith, honorary president of the Association for Repeal of the Sixteenth Amendment. 
The governor introduced the speaker and said: her organization could count on his support. The meeting 
was well attended and drew unusual coverage in the press. 


Finally, in his interview with HUMAN EVENTS, “Brack” Lee imparted news which may presage 
a critical phase in our fiscal history. Knowing that he plays a big role in national and regional 
conferences of state governors, we asked Lee whether he found that other governors shared his desire 


to repeal the federal power to tax income. He replied in the affirmative and said he believed that 
at least 24 other governors favored such a constitutional change. 


And he added: “I think that Miss Griffith, after the November elections, could get the active 
support of Governor W. J. Kohler of Wisconsin.” Since that state led the movement a half century 


ago for passage of the Sixteenth Amendment, it would be significant if its elected political executive 
took part in a campaign today for its repeal. 


Adlai’s ADA: The organization known as Americans for Democratic Action this week officially endorsed 
the Stevenson-Sparkman ticket. This is the group which John T. Flynn, in his book The Road Ahead, 
calls the “spearhead and the central planning and propaganda machine of the National Socialist 
Economic Planners in this country”. 


The ADA has moved into the Stevenson campaign organization in a great way. Adlai’s own 
campaign manager, Wilson Wyatt, was chairman of the ADA in 1947 and there is no sign that he has 
renounced the objectives of this organization, and Professor Arthur Schlesinger is in charge of research 
under Wyatt. Schlesinger is one of the leading spirits of the ADA. Finally, one of the leaders of 
this group of crypto-socialists, Robert Nathan, has joined the Stevenson campaign apparatus. Nathan, 
former New Deal economist, has recently been serving as legal counsel for the CIO. The latter body, 
the left-wing of the labor federations, has also this week announced its support of Stevenson. 
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_ But is not the ADA an anti-Communist organization? It is non-Communist in a narrow sense, 
It arose from a split in the CIO-PAC in 1947, with the frankly pro-Communist wing going along with 
Henry Wallace’s Progressive Party, and the “non-Communist liberals” breaking off with their former 
colleagues to form the ADA. Yet, it can scarcely be termed “anti-Communist”. 


For instance, the press has not generally recognized the fact that during the past six months 
the principal crusade of the ADA has been the repeal of the Smith Act of 1940. This piece of 
legislation is designed to protect the country against those who seek to overthrow the government 
of the U.S. by force or violence. It has been under the provisions of the Smith Act that Judge Medina 
and the jury in the famous subversives case in New York convicted 11 Communist leaders; it is the 
statute for violation of which a number of groups of Communist leaders are now being prosecuted in 
various cities of the nation. Mr. Francis Biddle, former Attorney General under Roosevelt, and today 
chairman of the ADA, has spearheaded his organization’s drive against the 1940 bill in his book Fear of 
Freedom. For this crusade, the ADA has been complimented in the Daily Worker by Communist leader 
Elizabeth Gurley Flynn. 


Such are.the friends, and friends of the friends, of Adlai. 


Operation Congress: Throughout the country, a movement is under way to fight the coming election 
battle primarily in the field of congressional contests. The earnestness of this swelling popular preference 
—to win in Congress, whatever may be the outcome in the Executive fight—has come forcibly to our 
attention through numerous letters from readers and subscribers in various parts of the land. 


Thus, a businessman in Idaho writes us in a letter which arrived today: “I for one cannot support 
either [candidate for President], but like a lot of other Republicans I am going to vote on the congressional 


level. The comment here is ‘we can still head off this bunch in Congress’.” A New York City lieutenant 
of police, a reader of HUMAN EVENTS, tells us that the talk among his fellow policemen follows 
a consistent pattern: there’s no difference between Eisenhower and Stevenson, no chance for a real 
choice in November. They wonder helplessly what they can do. 


We can report that groups in New York, Maryland, Connecticut, Illinois and Nebraska are exploring 
ways and means of organizing and giving support to candidates for the Senate and House. One such 
group has stressed that the two major parties are in agreement on the fatal policy of unlimited inter- 
national spending and prosecution of an unworkable military strategy of mass armies in Europe. They 
emphasize that the only force that can stop this dangerous policy is a sound Congress. Candidates, 
regardless of their party label, who oppose this policy should be supported. 


It is also interesting to learn that the fledgling Constitution Party, just announced this week, promises 
to take a vital interest this year in the congressional elections. Mrs. Suzanne Stevenson, one of the 
leaders of the party, phoned to tell us that a majority of the people gathered in Chicago in August 
voted to found the new party. We get the impression that, because of the late date, the new party 
may not get on the ballot with candidates in many states, but that its interest in congressional contests 
will be therefore all the more enhanced. 


In Washington, interest is focussed on the re-election campaigns of the following GOP Senators: 
Jenner, Indiana; Kem, Missouri; McCarthy, Wisconsin; Cain, Washington; Ecton, Montana; Watkins, 
Utah; Williams, Delaware; Martin, Pennsylvania; Malone, Nevada; Langer, North Dakota; Knowland, 
California; Butler, Nebraska; Bricker, Ohio. In the Michigan Senatorial race, GOP Representative 
Potter is challenging the incumbent, Democratic Senator Moody. There are two seats at stake in 
Connecticut (for one of which Vivien Kellems has filed), one in Maryland, one in Wyoming and one 
in West Virginia (in which former Senator Revercomb, Republican, will challange the incumbent, 
Democratic left-winger Senator Kilgore). 
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Finally, Senator Henry Cabot Lodge’s seat is being contested in Massachusetts by Democratic 
Representative John Kennedy. Many conservative Republicans in the Bay state, discontented with 
Lodge’s New Dealish voting record, are backing Kennedy. 


In the House, it is calculated that there are about 25 seats held by conservative Republicans which 
are in danger, and some 20 New Deal Democratic seats which are classified as “weak”. It is believed 
that help for conservative candidates in House contests will be concentrated mainly on these 45 seats. 


But, how will these defenders of liberty be supported? Next week, we shall run an article, “The 
Keep America Solvent Committee”, by Frederic Nelson, in which the road ahead will be charted. 


Atomic Plant: The recent announcement that an atomic plant, involving a cost of $1,200,000,000 will 
be erected just north of Portsmouth, Ohio, has aroused much discussion in this cynical capital. 


There is almost unanimous agreement here that the choice of Portsmouth was related to the 
importance of the state of Ohio in the forthcoming national election. Ohio went for Dewey in 1944, 
and for Truman by a very small margin in 1948. Specifically, the Democrats want to re-elect the 
Democratic Governor, Frank Lausche, and especially to defeat GOP Senator John Bricker, now opposed 
for re-election by Michael di Salle, former OPS administrator and former mayor of Toledo. The state 
is represented in the electoral college by 25 votes. Intense disappointment, among Republican voters, 
with the fact that the Republican convention rejected the bid for presidential nomination of Ohio’s 
Sen. Robert Taft has raised Democratic hopes of winning the state for Stevenson. It is, indeed, a critical 
state in this year’s election. 


The cynicism of observers here is well sustained, if one can believe stories going the rounds among 
business firms interested in the plant. It is reported that the Atomic Energy Commission specified 
certain standards for selection of a site —- availability of electric power and water, nearness to coal 
and to transportation, etc. Two other states were anxious to obtain the plant — West Virginia and 
Kentucky. The former state offered a site on the Ohio River at Point Pleasant, with ample water supply 
and proximity to coal mines; Kentucky offered one on the Kentucky River at Ford near to great coal 
sources. Yet, the Ohio site turned out to be the choice, although the water supply on the Scioto River 
is not considered sufficient. It was later explained that power would be brought in from elsewhere. 


The cynics here point to the above circumstance and say that the other two more suitable locations 
in Kentucky and West Virginia were rejected for political reasons. The Democratic positien in both 
those states is strong, not only because of strong candidates for Senator and a long record of voting for 
Democratic presidential nominees, but also because various juicy federal projects (such as the Paducah 
atom plant in Kentucky), have been given to the deserving voters of those states. Besides, their combined 
electoral vote is less than that of Ohio. 


“Academic Freedom” on TV: Radio listeners are well acquainted with the “objectivity” of union- 
sponsored news commentators. Television addicts will now get the same kind of education and informa- 
tion. For the “facts” about economics, politics, the Taft-Hartley law, race discrimination, narcoties, 
public health, housing, national defense and everything else, look-listen to your 20-inch screen. Both 
CIO and AFL unions have generously budgetted liberal amounts of their untaxed income derived from 
worker’s dues for the edification of America. 


That is as it should be. Every American who has views has a right to express them, even as he 
has a right not to listen to the other fellows’ views. It is surprising, however, that those who believe 
in limited government, the free market, lower taxes and similar subjects are not competing with the 
union boys for a chance to express themselves. It is possible that the “bloated aristocrats of Wall Street” 
are broke? Or, have they indeed accepted the ideas that currently pass for truth? 





Report of the Committee on the Judiciary, Eighty-Second Congress, Second Session. Hearings 
held July 25, 1951 - June 20, 1952, by the International Security Subcommittee. Report No. 2050, 
United States Government Printing Office. Washington, D.C. Price: 50 cents. Reviewed by Edna Lonigan, 


Just before the recent adjournment of Congress, Senator McCarran presented the report and findings 
of his famous sub-committee on the hearings and evidence which have made so many headlines during the 
past year. The report runs to 244 pages, including much evidence adduced from previously published 
volumes of hearings to support such points as, “Effect of the Institute of Pacific Relations on United States 
public opinion”, and including conclusions, recommendations and an index. 


The McCarran Committee’s verdict on the IPR is that the IPR “has not maintained the character of 
an objective, scholarly, and research organization”. Far from being such an “ivory tower” organization, 
it was controlled by “members of the small core of officials and staff members” who “were either Commu- 
nist or pro-Communist”. Also, “the American staff of IPR, though fully apprised that the Soviet Council 
of IPR was in fact an arm of the Soviet Foreign Office, was simultaneously and secretly instructed to 
preserve the ‘fiction’ that the Soviet council was independent”. The McCarran Committee agreed that 
a “group of persons operating within and about the Institute of Pacific Relations exerted a substantial 
influence on United States far eastern policy”; and that the “IPR was a vehicle used by the Communists 
to orientate American far eastern policies toward Communist objectives”. 


“The net effect of IPR activities, on United States public opinion”, says the Committee report, 
“has been such as to serve international Communist interests and to affect adversely the interests of the 
United States.” It was their triple skill in penetrating into the American government, squeezing out 
pro-American officials and covering both activities with a curtain of propaganda which gave the IPR such 
a sway over our far eastern policy. 


The verdict of the Committee Report on certain officials and other figures often mentioned in the 
news is interesting. Popular interest centers on what it says about Professor Owen Lattimore of the 
Walter Hines Page School of Johns Hopkins University in Baltimore. The Committee says, in carefully 


chosen words, “Owen Lattimore was, from some time beginning in the 1930’s, a conscious articulate 
instrument of the Soviet conspiracy”. Lattimore still is connected with Johns Hopkins, teaching young 
men and women, most of whom apparently intend to enter the foreign service of the State Department. 


John Carter Vincent, at one time head of the Far Eastern division of the State Department, is 
mentioned as follows in the Committee Report: “Over a period of years, John Carter Vincent was the 
principal fulcrum of IPR pressures and influence in the State Department.” Vincent still remains an 
official of our State Department with the rank of Ambassador. 


About another official, the report says: “John Paton Davies, Jr., testified falsely before the sub- 
committee in denying that he recommended the Central Intelligence Agency employ, utilize and rely upon 
certain individuals having Communist associations and connections.” . Davies, a veteran career official, 
was recently sent to Germany to take charge of American political policy in that political minefield. 


Senator McCarran deserves full credit for the political skill by which he won a unanimous vote of 


approval of the Report from the Senate Judiciary Committee, composed of seven Democrats and six 
Republicans. 


It will be difficult to assail such a report sponsored by such able and distinguished men, but it 
will be assailed. It must be, for its aim is deadly. The question is whether supporters of American 
freedom will rise to its defense. The best defense, for those who object to Soviet Russia, by indirect 
means, taking control of our lives, is to read the report and to know the gist of it almost by heart. Such 
a knowledge of the report — between now and November — may save the lives of many thousands of 
young men in. needless war, may even save our nation from defeat. 
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THE KEEP AMERICA SOLVENT COMMITTEE 


By FREDERIC C. NELSON 


tote may well be appalled to read in the Washington Post and similar Ja- 
cobin journals that Adlai Stevenson’s nomination by the Democrats means that the 
campaign will be on a “high level”. 

The Republicans can’t win with a high level campaign. They will have to throw 
everything but the water bucket at the Democrats, including “personalities”, McCarthy- 
ism and the Stars and Stripes Forever, not to mention plenty of Amerasia, the fraudulent 
“truce talks” in Korea and the padding of ‘foreign aid” to include such bargains as the 
employment of American professors to instruct visiting European delegations in labor re- 
lations, presumably a la Phil Murray. The GOP will have to give Acheson the business 
and outline in detail how American official stupidity, plus some high-level treason, sold 
the pass in Europe and Asia. 

Republican candidates can’t afford to make the mistake of assuming that the Ameri- 


can people want what Walter Lippmann wants, namely a campaign without issues, to be 


followed by the induction into office of a new set of men in Brooks Suits, equipped with 
Truman-Acheson policies. 


Such a result would suit some of the GOP’s more dubious well-wishers down to the 
ground. Indeed, Mr. Lippmann offers as a reason why reluctant “independents” should 
vote for Eisenhower the possibility that a defeat for Eisenhower would deliver the Re- 
publican Party “into the hands of its most irreconcilable and ruthless factions”. Lipp- 
mann refers, of course, to Republicans who want to scotch the Fair Deal — in short, 
Republicans who think the issue between statism and liberty ought to be settled. 

It is possible that General Eisenhower may yet dispel some prevailing doubts as 
to his hostility to the Fair Deal, the Welfare State and uncritical “internationalism” and 
stand forth as the Kansas-type conservative, slightly to the right of William Allen White. 
Maybe he is. However, nothing could hearten the conservative majority so much right 
now as one of those “Dropping the Pilot” scenes, with Governor Dewey quietly slipping 
over the side into the fog, while Eisenhower on the bridge orders, “Full steam ahead and 
damn the torpedoes.” 

However, if the American conservative majority is condemned to a renewal of the 
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delaying action which for the past twenty years it has been forced to carry on amidst the 


encircling collectivist gloom, the arena will necessarily be Capitol Hill. Breastworks will 





agai 
have to be thrown up in the halls of Congress to protect the people against the onslaughts no fr 
of the Giveaway Guards and the Point Four Hussars and the Rough Riders in the profes- by « 
sorial pink coats who give us socialism while affecting to defend us from it. It is in Wag 
Congress that the more frenzied forces of the New and Fair Deals have been at least Metl 
temporarily delayed and thrown off balance. Without the hard core of the conservative 
resistance movement, from Glass and Joe Martin to Byrd and Taft, stalwarts who stood T 
up to a barrage of dead cats and tomatoes for two decades, we should probably by this 
time be living under something pretty close to totalitarian rule. ae 
ecor 
OW TO PRODUCE this hard core of resistance — and keep it nourished — out of our mut 
present confused and scattered whims and desires, and in spite of the artful seduc- the 
tions of 3500 Fair Deal “public relations” experts, is the problem. Nevertheless there on | 
are models from the past. Perhaps the perfect example is the Anti-Saloon League, an the 
organization which pulled off the amazing coup of bringing prohibition to a nation of 
whisky drinkers. unl 
The Anti-Saloon League achieved its success because it never split its openers, but hea 
stuck to one simple objective, namely the harassment and curbing of the liquor traffic cre 
and eventually the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the sale Wa 
and manufacture of liquor. The League’s lobbyists and propagandists asked only one sen 
thing of a candidate for Congress, or a member of that body seeking re-election, namely Ke: 
that he vote dry. The aspirant could have two heads, be a member of the Lucy Stone on 
League and advocate suttee on a nation-wide basis. He could even be an alcoholic pro- prc 
vided he remained sober long enough to vote dry. in 
As William M. Burke, superintendent of the Ohio branch of the League, once put 
it, ‘It is better to have a drunkard who will vote right than a saint who will vote wrong.” im 
The questionnaire which the League sent to candidates was simple and direct. It asked mz 
questions like these: ‘‘Do you believe in prohibition as a public policy? Do you favor ele 
legalization of light wines and beer? If elected will you pledge your personal and official co! 
efforts in support of enforcement of the prohibition law?” de 
Furthermore, the punishment of those who defied the League or backslid from its a 
support was swift and terrible. It did the offender no good to point to his record on fis- by 
cal policy, national defense, protection of American industry or legislation in behalf of 
women in sweatshops. If he had voted wet, out he went into the darkness. Senator James Of 


M. Wadsworth of New York, surely a useful public official if there ever was one, defied 


the “moral forces of America” and voted against the Eighteenth Amendment as well as 
against prohibition enforcement legislation in 1925 and 1926. Although the League had 
no remote chance of electing a Senator any drier than Wadsworth, it could punish him 
by entering a third candidate against him. The result was the election of Robert F. 
Wagner who, besides being as wet as Wadsworth, was probably more obnoxious to 


Methodists and Baptists on other grounds. But the Anti-Saloon League got its man. 


a. MoRAL of all this now is that the way to obtain good legislation or block bad 

legislation is to concentrate on the individual candidate for Congress, pinpointing the 
bombardment to a definite and limited purpose. Whether the object be government 
economy, lower taxes, an end to indiscriminate Federal aid, further probing of the Com- 
munist penetration of the bureaucracy, or support for Chiang Kai-shek, the message of 
the Anti-Saloon League is: Stick to your last! ‘The League should take no official stand 
on other matters”, declared Wayne B. Wheeler, the ASL general counsel, in summing up 
the lessons of a lifetime of lobbying. 

At the moment the United States Senate’s hard core of resistance to socialism and 
unlimited foreign spending is fairly impressive. Some of its constituent parts are knuckle- 
headed on other matters, but in a fight like this you have to take the cash and let the 
credit go. Among the Old Reliables in the Senate are Bricker, Taft, Jenner, Malone; 
Watkins, McCarran, Byrd, Welker, Case, Martin, Butler (Md.), Butler (Nebr.), Dirk- 
sen, Capehart, Cain, Ferguson, Eastland, George, Hickenlooper, Holland, Knowland, 
Kem, McCarthy, Maybank, Millikin, Russell, Stennis and Williams. They may disagree 
on the union shop, “discrimination”, the Tidelands, the way to make a julep and the 
propriety of speaking sharply to Owen Lattimore. But they don’t believe in socialism.or 
in handing over what assets America has left to her competitors. ie ae 

With a Fair Deal or McLiberal administration in control of the Executive, even this 
impressive array of guards and tackles would remain a defensive team. Some of them 
may be seen no more after November. Others may despair. If the American people, in 
election after election, are unwilling or unable to take the offensive and put a genuine 
conservative in the White House, the best defensive team will tire. “Back of all such en- 


deavor’’, explained the Anti-Saloon League in one of its annual reports, ‘‘there must be 


a nation-wide movement of public opinion, voicing itself in a way that will be heard 
by every Congressman.” : 


What is the formula for organizing and making effective a ‘movement of public 
opinion’? The results of the Congressional elections of 1946 and 1950 suggest that it is 


easier to mobilize conservative opinion in “off years” than in a presidential year, par- 










ticularly when the national candidates act more like radio hams than like men of principle 
appealing to their fellow citizens for support. Presidential elections too often turn into 
what the reporters have come to call “beauty contests’’, in the course of which the people 
tend to forget that the basis of politics is who gets what, as CIO-PAC so convincingly put 
it, and not the relative charm of the contending candidates. 

-It is hardly surprising that in this quadrennial rat race, greater sanity and realism 
prevail at the Senatorial and House levels. The candidate for the White House may flatter 
the voter’s vanity, like a successfully picked Derby winner. But it’s the member of Con- 
gress who votes the farm subsidy — or shuts it off. In recent elections, candidates for 
Congress have tended to run ahead of the presidential candidate. Who rides on whose 
coattails? 

What it comes down to is that if Mr. Lippmann’s “irreconcilable and ruthless fac- 
tions” {i.e., conservative Americans who want to see spending cut, taxes cut, Communism 
rooted out of the Government and effectively ‘“‘contained’’ abroad without militarizing 
us at home} are to be permanently barred from the White House, then it’s time to see 


to it that they are maintained in Congress and their tribe increased. 


Wel THE ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE formula, somebody might organize a Keep America 
Solvent Committee, whose single purpose would be to frustrate the spenders and 
the more starry-eyed internationalists through Congressional action. The Committee 
might’ pose to every candidate for Congress, whether sitting or virginal, some such 
questionnaire as this: 

1. Will you support legislation making it possible to examine Federal appropria- 
tions in detail, so that every demand for money, especially for the fuzzier projects of the 
Mutual Security Agency, will be scrutinized for its relevancy to its supposed purpose? 

2. Will you vote for the submission of an amendment to the Constitution making 
it impossible for international bodies to legislate on American domestic affairs through 
treaties? 

3. Will you urge that a committee of Congress similar to the McCarran committee 
continue to investigate Communist infiltration of the Federal bureaucracy, past and present? 

Perhaps three are too many questions for the purpose. However many there are, 
they should stick to the Wayne B. Wheeler formula of “‘no official stand on other matters”. 
The object should be the creation and sustenance of a tough phalanx which will fight 
the people’s battles, no matter what. If that can be done, the United States may survive 
in recognizable form until Walter Lippmann’s “irreconcilable and ruthless factions” 


{you know: taxpayers, businessmen, parents of soldiers in Korea, anti-Fair Dealers} can 
mobilize their real strength. 





Frederic C. Ne!son is Associate Editor of the Saturday Evening Post. 
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